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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

i am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or ehmination of
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration.

Limits on media consohidation have been a bulwark against the domimation of
economic power i the marketpiace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the iree flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices,

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity m the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to decimes
m local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of content in radio
and televiston. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, wiil only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership timits n 2003,
miilions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uitimately intervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

| am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimmation of
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration, '

Limits on media consohdation have been a buiwark agamst the domunation of
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a cnnical element to balancing the
public service mmsston of the media with their private proht motive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range ot diverse
VOICES.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity mn the media must recogmze the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to deciines
n local and minonty ownership as well as the homogenization of content in radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCCU attempted to weaken and remove media ownership himits in 2003,
milhons of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC shouild stand firm with
the public against further concentratton of media ownership m the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

I am wrnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of
the public interest obligations on media ownersimp and any further media
ownership concentration.

Limits on mecia consolidation have been a bulwark agamst the dominanon of
economic power m the marketplace of ideas--a cntical element to balancing the
public service mussion of the media with thewr private profit monive. Our
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity 1n tihe media must recogmze the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led 1o declines
1n local and minority ownership as weii as the homogenization of content in radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits i 2003,
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uitumately mtervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerelygj
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Members of the Federal Commumcations Commission:

1 am wniting to express my sirong disapproval of any relaxation or elimnation of
the public mterest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration,

Lirmis on media consohdation have been a buiwark agamst the domnation of
economic power 1n the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the
public service mussion of the media with their private protit motive. Qur
democracy requires the iree flow oi information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any pubiic policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matiers. Media consolidation has already led to declines
i local and minority ownership as weli as the homogenization of content n radio
and teieviston. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
ot allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits m 2003,
miilions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uliimately intervened
to trn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership mn the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

1 am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimmation of
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration.

Limis on media consoiidation have been a buiwark against the domnation of
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the
pubiic service mmssion of the media with their private profit motive. Qur
democracy requires the free flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any pubiic policy seeking to protect diversity mn the media must recognhize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to dechines
m local and minority ownership as weli as the homogenization of content in radio
and television, Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadeast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markeis, wili only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership himits m 2003,
millions of Americans rose up fo protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and mformation. Congress and the courts uitimately intervened
to turn back that misgmded regulatory process. The FCC shoutd stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Federal Commumications Commission:

i am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimnation of
the public mterest obiigations on media ownership and any turther media
ownership concentration.

Limtts on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the dommation of
economic power m the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the
public service mussion of the media with therr private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free fiow of information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has already led to declines
in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of content n radio
and television, Permitiing cross-ownership. of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or aliowing further concentration in local television markets, wiil only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits i 2003,
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand tirm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any reiaxation or elimination ot
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration,

Limits on media consohidation have been a bulwark agamst the dominauon of
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a crifical ciement o balancing the
public service mussion of the media with therr private protfit motive. Our
democracy requires the iree flow of information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple tact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to declines
in local and mmornty ownership as well as the homogenization ot content n radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempied to weaken and remove media ownership immits n 2003,
mullions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uliimately intervened
to turn back that misguided reguiatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

SmcerelyMW
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

I am writing to express my strong disapproval ot any relaxation or elimnation of
the public interest obiigations on media ownership and any turther media
ownership conceniration.

Limis on media consohdation have been a bulwark against the dormination of
economic power in the marketplace ot ideas--a critical element 1o balancing the
public service mission of the media with therr private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the iree tlow of information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any pubiic policy seeking to protect diversity in the media musi recognize ihe
simple tact that ownership matters. Media consohidation has already led o declines
n locai and minority ownership as weil as the homogemzation of content in radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCCU attempted to weaken and remove media ownership iimits m 2003,
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ultimately intervened
to turn back that misgmided regulatory process. The FFCC should stand firm with
the public against further conceniration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidation 1s a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Members of the Federal Communications Commission:

I am writing to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or ehmination ot
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark against the dommation of
economic power n the marketplace of ideas--a cnifical element to balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the free fiow of information from a broad range ot diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity 1n the media must recogmze the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to deciines
in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenization of content 1n radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowmg further concentration in local television markets, wili only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership immits m 2003,
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uitimately intervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public aganst further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
few. A vote against media consolidatton is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerel
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{ am wrting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimmation of
the public interest obligations on media ownersiip and any turther media
ownership concentration.

Limits on media consoiidation have been a bulwark against the domination ot
economic power n the marketplace of ideas--a crifical element to balancing the
public service nussion of the media with thetrr pnvate profii moiive. Our
democracy requires the itee flow of information from a broad range of diverse
voices.

Any public policy seeking to protect diversity in the media must recogmze the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to declines
in local and minonity ownership as well as the homogenization of content n radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or atfowing further concentration in local television markets, will onily worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits in 2003,
millions of Americans rose up to protect a most basic democratic principie, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts ulumately mntervened
to turn back that misgwided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against further concentration of media ownership in the hands of the
tew. A vote against media consolidation is a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Sincerely,_’
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| am wnting to express my strong disapproval of any relaxation or elimination of
the public interest obligations on media ownership and any further media
ownership concentration.

Limits on media consolidation have been a bulwark agamst the domunation ot
economic power in the marketplace of ideas--a critical element to balancing the
public service mission of the media with their private profit motive. Our
democracy requires the tree flow of information from a broad range of diverse
VOICES.

Any public policy seeking 10 protect diversity in the media must recognize the
simple fact that ownership matters. Media consolidation has aiready led to decimes
in local and minority ownership as well as the homogenmization of content in radio
and television. Permitting cross-ownership of newspapers and broadcast stations,
or allowing further concentration in local television markets, will only worsen the
problems we already have.

When the FCC attempted to weaken and remove media ownership limits m 2003,
millions of Americans Tose up to protect a most basic democratic principle, access
to a range of views and information. Congress and the courts uitimately intervened
to turn back that misguided regulatory process. The FCC should stand firm with
the public against turther conceniration of media ownership in the hands of the
tew. A vote against media consolidation 1s a vote for democracy. Thank you.

Smcerely, g
A

Name: ﬁ Ct’ﬁ {/rwa]L?\ in'st,qecopfesreca\&

Address: \348-501 ¢ _J, \

Satraments Cp 95919




